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Thomas . K. Berg

United States Attorney

110 South 4th Street

Room 234

Mlnneapolls, Minnesota. 55401

Re: United States of America v. Reilly Tar & ‘Chemical Corp., et al

Civil 3-80-512
Dear Mr. Berg:

Enclosed herewith and served upon you by mail is Answer of
Philip's Investment Co. in the above-referenced matter. Thank
you for the extension of time to answer herein. Please advise
me of the names of all other attorneys appearing so that I may
get copies of their pleadings in this matter. Thank you.

o

Sincerely,

PETERSON, ENGBERG & PETERSON
Do W (eglor

Thomas W. Wexler

- TWW/cyc
_Enclosure

CC: Clerk of U.S. District Court
Philip's Investment Co.
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: " UNITED' STATES DISTRICT COURT
' DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

%":”};United States of Anerica, ‘ S ST ‘
Plaintiff, I Civil’ 3 30-512

vs. mjf. f }_”-;ﬂ-g - tjt~213[ANSWLR OF PHILIP'S L
. T (DT INVESTMENT CO. iy

Reilly Tar & Chemical Corpora-
tion; Housing and Redevelopment .
Authority of St. Louis Park; Oak . :
Park Village Associates; Rustic e
Oaks Condominium, Inc., and Phillp s .
Investment Co., oL , ) ..rr-i

. bgfe‘ﬁaah‘tg.__;

NOW conns DErEuDANT, Phllip s Investment Co.,'and for its'ff_;;_f-
Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint states and alleges.- “LVjﬁjfffﬁtf'“
'1?._f:;5~ 1.. Admits that Defendant Philip s Investment Co.‘purchased

-7is-TLot l, Block 6, Oak Park Village from the St. Louis Park Housing

”17=& Redevelopment Authority, in January 1980, and on. information TFS}'"f

~”“fftand belief admits that said propcrty was part of the Reilly Tar '

;le:jsite._,

"tfi;f? r"'hat 1t has insufficient knowledge or information to SRR
flaamit or ueny the balance of the allegations of Plaintiff's Com— ;:f

' ﬂf*plaint, and tnerefore denies the same and puts Plaintiff to its o

o proof thereof.

3 3.ﬁ That saia Complalnt fails to state a claim for_which

'"sflrelief can be granted.;_;Jp_Q:*flxi?‘

4. Denles that this Court has jurisdiction as alleged,

P G I VR S S

- g <.

”;1jg,or under 42 u. S. c. 56973..mﬂ. L ST
| 5.>~ That 1n the event any damage is caused to Plaintiff'
'.fiproperty by Virtue of any 1nvestigations, studies, or other f“”‘;
'°_activit1es in connection with this action,,that this answerind

3?;2 Defendant must be apnropriately conﬁensated therefor.
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'4,;i.alleged and. incorporated herein by this reference, and in the ”:_ﬂ”b

"ﬁPark, states and alleges.

'?Tar & Chemical Corporation and Housxng and Qedevelopnent Authority_;”:if

Afu:of St. Louis Park for the reasons hereinafter alleged. '..a.

‘cnosscmm "

Now comas DEFENDAN"", Philip's Investment CO.,: and for its

'Crossclaim against Defendants Reilly Tar & Chemical Corporation, L_fi’

'wagand/or against Housing and Redevelopment Authority of 8t. Louis:ffdﬁuéu

1. That in the event that any damages or penalties are o
assessed against this answering Defendant or injunctions entered-'
against this answering Defendant and which interfere with its
business operations, or in the event that any damage is caused toﬁgf .

Defendant's property by virtue °f any Orders of the Court herein,-.”.m'

--then Defendant should be entitled to indemnification from Reilly'

l2il That the allegations of Plaintiff's 00nolaint are re-'u?“"x

:Jf;;ﬂevent of any relief afforded pursuant to that Corplaint, interim

:or f;nal, then the negligence, fault, and responsibility is that

:T*lﬁ'of Reilly Tar & Chemical Corporation, and that their responsi—i-'” w

'?f;bility is active and primary when comparod With that of Philip s: :-?3

"’;nfpflnvestment Co..;;.

b e e

1;3.” That Defendant, Housing & Redevelopment Authority of

r

;ffSt. Louis Park has made contractual and oral representations to-;.

si_Philip B Investnent Co. that it would protect 1t and indennify
Qﬁj;:it From damages incurred by virtue of contamination problems .
"leelating to t1e subject property, and Defendant Philip s Invest-'*

;;ment Co. should be indennified pursuant to those agreements.-"-.

' HHER:I‘ORE, Defendant, Philip s Investnent Co. prays that

jPlaintiff take nothing by its pretended cause of action, that it
:ihave indemnification rrom Defendant* Reilly Tar & Chemical Cor-

-;poration and Housing and Redevelopment Authority of St. Louis -

. ¢
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. ‘ Thomas W - !Iexier R
.Attorneys for Philip'n In- ,: el

: . .vestment Co. SRR
‘ - 700 Title Insurance uuildinq R

: . . ' L Minneapolis, Minnenota: 55401 R
: A " (612) 338-6743 L AT
" Dated: _ October 31 , 1980. e e
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